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88883 HE foureh Article in your 
© T © Review for December 1779 is 
888838 entitled, * The Poſthumous 
« Works of the late Reverend and 
learned Jſaac Watts, D. D. compiled 
« from Papers in Poſſeſſion of his im- 
«« mediate Succeſſors, publiſhed by a 
«© Gentleman of the Univerſity of Cams 
06 bridge, in two Volumes,” 


In your Account, Sir, of this Pub- 
lication I will take the Liberty to ſay 
there are ſeveral Things which I would 
wiſh you to re-conſider, and, when you 

By have 


— 


have duly weighed them, to aſk yourſelf 

whether there is a juſt Foundation for 
them, and, if there is not, to retract, 

and, as far as you can, cancel them. 


You tell us that the Doctor was an 
EC ingenious Writer, that he had a lively 
and fertile Imagination, and that ſome 
« of his Poems have been deſeryedly 
«£ admired, but that he wanted a correct 
« Judgment to reſtrain that Hey-dey of 
« the Spirit, which too frequently led 
% him aſtray into the Wilds of Fanati- 
« ciſm to play at Bo-peep with the 
te Saints. Here it was (ſay you) that 
he moſt expoſed the Weakneſs of his 
* Underſtanding.” - ls there any Thing 
that we can gather from all this but that 
you are endeavouring to hold up the 
Doctor to Contempt and Ridicule, and a 
Number of Perſons, who they are you 
have not diſtinctly told us, whom you 
are pleaſed to call the Saints, in the ſame 
Vein of Diſhonour and Burleſque. The 
Hey-aey of the Spirit, and the playing at 
Trip 95 Bos: peep. 
2 5 


| 


— 


„ : 


Bo- peep, are very low Kinds of Meta- 
phors, and, in my Opinion, not very 
ornamental to your critical Page; and 
beſides this, your Readers may be at a 
Loſs to underſtand what is intended by 
you, or on what Reaſon you ground the 


Repreſentation of the Doctor as playing 
at Bo- peep with the Saints, as he was, 


beyond all Queſtion, a grave and ſerious 
Writer, and a moſt upright, wen 


and venerable Man. 


You 2 tell us, „that the 


% natural Enthuſiaſm of the Doctor's 
« Mind was improved on a fanatical 


_ «« Education.” The Doclor's Father, 
who educated him at leaſt for ſeveral 


Years, was a man of moſt eminent 
Piety, and exemplary, immaculate, and 
perſevering Virtue to an uncommon 
Age of Life, and why an Education 


under him ſhould be thought fanatical 
] know not, except that his Father was 


of the Caluiniſtie Sentiments. But why 
2 Calvin * and a Fanatic ſhould be con- 
vertbls 


L ] 

vertible Terms is left for you to explain 
and prove. Were not the Inſtruments 
of the glorious Reformation of theſe 
Kingdoms from Popery, and were not 
the Miniſters of God in the laſt Age, 
Conformiſts and Non-conformiſts, who 
ſhewed ſo much Zeal for Religion in 


their Preaching and Writings, and whoſe 


Lives were ſo remarkably fruitful in all 
Holineſs, Men profeſſedly in the Cal- 
viniſtic Sentiments, and what muſt they 


on that Account be branded with Fana- 


ticiſin? Would to God, if they were 


_ Fanatics, that Miniſters of a like Spirit 


might ariſe to reform, W and * | 


the cork ' 


« Hence you fay, (that is, from the 
% natural Enthuſiaſm of the Doctors 
« Temper improved on a fanatical Edu- 
e cation) without Deſign he ran into 


« certain devotional Abſutdities ; but it 


e needed (your next Sentence) the Ge- 


„ nius of Milton to adopt the Cant of 


© Caluini Nn, and yet maintain the Dig- 
. nity 


* 
« nity: of Poetry; a great Gulf lies be- 
« tween.” O unhappy Calvmiſin, ſo 


baneful, ſo deſtructive to the Beauties 


of Poetry, that only the ſuperlative: 
Powers of a Milton can ſecure the. laſt 
from the Blaſt and Perdition of tho firſt l. 


But what Shadow of 'Fruth is thete for 


this Aſſertion? Surely not the Subject, 
not the Sentiments, be they true or falſe, 
conſtitute the Merit of the Poet, but the 
Manner in which he treats them! Shall 
Homer be degraded from his Poetical 
Elevation, berauſe of his ſcolding or 
wounded Deities, and the other Traſh 
that may be found in his Writings? Oe 


is Lucretius to be denied the Laurels of | 


Parnaſſus becauſe he wrote in Support 


Formation of the World, an Hypotheſis 


to the laſt nn irrational and n ＋ 


© I the dae of ORs Avevenk of 


the Doctor's Poſthumous - Works, you 


conſider the Poems in the firſt Volume 
as his own Compoſitions, and ſay that 


48 the 


8 


E 


0 the greateſt Part of them are below 
4 Criticiſm, &c. Now, Sir, though 
you might, at the Time you publiſhed 


theſe Strictures, be a Stranger to the 


Fact, yet has not Dr. Gibbons, in his 
Memoirs of the Doctor ſince printed, moſt 
abundantly proved that moſt of the 
Poems in the Collection were not the 


Doctors, and would it not have become 


you, or would you in the leaſt Degree 
have hazarded your Character for Im- 
partiality and Honour, if you had, 
when you made your Remarks on Dr. 


Gibbons s Piece, frankly acknowledged 


that the Collection, as to the major Part 


of it, was not the Doctor s, and conſe- 


quently, that your Depreciation of him 


as the Author had not the leaſt Foun- 
dation in Truth? But all that you ſay 


upon the Matter is that the Editor 
« (that is, Dr. Gibbons) diſputes the 
« Authenticity of a conſiderable Part of 
the above Publication,” | 


1 5 1 


As to your Account of Dr. Gibbons's 
| Memoirs of Dr. Watts in your Monthly 
Review for October 1780 I ſhall take 
the Freedom to make ſome Remarks 
upon it. 


Vou cenſute him fbr his Profuſion of 
Metaphors. Is not a Profuſion of Me- 
taphors as pardonable as Metaphors ſo 
low as to be unworthy Publication, and 
ſo dark as to convey little or no Meaning? 
I mean the Hey=dey of the Spirit, and 
playing at Bo-peep with the Saints ? 


Dr: Gibbons's Mention of My. Rotes, 
(Dr. Watts's Tutor's Name) you ſay, 
„gives him à precious Opportunity of 
te ſaying ſomething on the darling Sub- 
tc ject of himſelf.” But what does he 
ſay, but that he is now Paſtor of the 
Church which was formerly Mr. 
% Roos, and that he thinks it an 
Honour that a Predeceſſor of his was 
Tutor to ſo great and good a Man as 
| C 3 


* 


4% Dr. V. 1tts, and that the Church unde? 


his Care has been fo eminently diſtin- 
" guiſhed as to have him for a Member.” 
Pray what juſt Occaſion for Offenee, or 


what Food for critical Severity in all 


this? Or where the Tincture of Self- 
Importance and Vanity? Was it at all 


improper to inſert in the Memoirs of a 
Perſon's Life to what Church he ad- 


joined himfelf? Or does Dr. Gibbon: 


aſſume any Merit to himſelf for a Tranſ- 


action in which he had not, an 4 al 


not have, any perſonal Concern®*? 

5 vou 
It would be no Diſhonour to the Author of the 
Monthly Review if he would keep a little. more 


 Ariftly to Truth than what he has done in the 


Account of Dr. Gibbons concerning Dr, IVatts's 


being a Member of the Church of which he is now 
Paſtor. Dr. Gibbons fays, that Mr. Thomas Rowe 
was the Son of the Rev. John Rowe, MH. A. who 
*© was ejected by the Act of Uniformity, 1662, 
* from Meſiminſter-Albey, and that the Father, 
e and afterwards the Son, were Paſtors of the 


Church of Proteſtant Diſſenters now meeting at 


<6 een Hall, Lenden, of aa the Editor 
| ; 40 25 
3 


x 


1 | 
You charge Dr. Gibbons with laying on 


Colour upon Colour © with a matchleſs 
* Prodigality.” You alſo tell the Pub- 


lic of his paſſing a moſt extravagant 
% Encomium on Dr. Watts's Talent for 
«6 Converſation *. Be it remembered, 


that 


ce o theſe ö has been Paſtor 30 Years ;” 
and he then adds, that he thinks it an Honour 
c that a Predeceſſor of his was Tutor and Paſtor to 
“ fo great and good a Man as Dr. Watts, and that 
e the Church under his Care has been ſo eminently 

* diſtinguiſhed as to have him for a Member.” 


This is what Dr. Gibbons ſays, and all that he ſays 
upon the Matter; but the Monthly Reviewer, for 


what Ends he beſt knows, ſays, that Dr. Gibbons 
s exults in the Honour he enjoys of having been 
« for the Space of thirty-ſix Years the Paſtor of a 
„ Diſſenting Congregation meeting at Haberdaſbers 
* Hall, the very ſame Meeting-Houſe {where does 
Dr. Gibbons ſay this?) in which this very Mr. 


«© Rowe formerly preached (this is another Invention 
of the Reviewer), and where Dr. Watts himſelf 
e was firſt admitted to Communion.” This is 


alſo a mere Figment, and what Dr. Gibbons never 
aſſerted. 

* The Encomium on the Dedtor's Converſation 
is given in theſe Words: © Indeed, no Perſon with 
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intimate Acquaintance with the Doctor, 


and why might he not be allowed with- 
out Cenſure to deſcribe him to the Height 
of the Ideas he entertained concerning 


him? Or admit that Dr. Gibbons has 


gone too high in his Praiſe of Dr. Watts, 


is not this Exceſs as excuſable as your 


Degradations of him, when you call him 


e the Idol of a particular Claſs among 


the Difſenters—when you fay it is 


« generally agreed by Men of Taſte and 
« Science that Dr. Watts hath no Claim 


te to Superiority either as a Poet, Phi- 
* Joſopher, or Divine—that he wanted 


* a correct Judgment, and that he could 


” not maintain the Dignity of | o octry ? = 


=7 One Obſervatian ſay you, which 


the Editor of theſe Memoirs hath 


« whom I was ever acquainted ſpoke with more 


*« Eaſe, Readineſs, and Elegance, than he (Dr. 
Watts did), and as his Diſcourſe flowed like a 


e clear full Stream from an inexhauſtible F r 
1 0 it was very inſtructive and entertaining.“ 


L produced 


that Dr. Githons had the Honour of an 
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a 
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E produced from the Regiſter of hls 


6% Memory, will, we are perſuaded, 


* reflect no Honour on Dr. Watts's 


« Taſte or Underſtanding in the Judge- 
* ment of Men of Senſe.” It is this, 
J had rather (ſaid Dr. Watts) be the 
& Author of Mr. Baxter's Call to the 
* Unconverted, than the Author of Mil- 
* tons Paradiſe Loft.” * Some will 


te think (add you) that this was ſpoken, 


* if ſpoken at all, rather from Envy 


« than Conviction.” In the Senſe in 
which Dr. Watts ſpoke it, which was 
undoubtedly from the Conſideration of 


Mr. Baxter's Piece having done more 
Good to the Intereſts of immortal Souls, 
by ſavingly converting them to God and 
Holineſs, and fo in the End bringing 


them to eternal Felicity, than what 


Milton's Paradiſe Loft had done, or was 


ever likely to effect, the Speech was 
moſt warthy of a truly good Miniſter, 
a Man of God, who from his Heart 


en the Salvation of Souls with no 


high 
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high Degrees of Honour from Men to 
the ſublimeſt Reputation, where that 
incomparable, hi gheſt Benefit was not 
* 


In your Teal, as it ſhould ſeem, to 
run down Dr. Gibbons's Character as a 
Writer, you not only very liberally paſg 
your Cenſures upon his Memoirs of Dr, 
Watts, which was your profeſſed Object 
of Attention, but you look back to his 
former Publications, two of which you 
endeavour to hold up to Contempt. 
% Why (ſays you) did Dr. Gibbons write 
% his Juvenilia, and permit the Reproach 
« of his Youth ſtill to ſtand foremoſt in 
* the Front of his poetic Follies?” 
Have you indeed forgotten, if you have, 
be not diſpleaſed to be reminded by me, 
what you ſaid at the Conclufion of your 
Account of theſe very ſame Juvenilia, 
in your Review for September 1750. Your 
Words are, „As a Proof that this Wri- 


#f ter's Genius 1 is capable of aſcending to 
| * other 


us other Heights, not unequal to thoſe of 
60 Friendſhip, we ſhall next give a Tranſ- 
* cript of his Poem entitled, The Triumph 
* of Religion.” How will your former 
Praiſe, and your preſent Cenſure accord 5 
together? 


You next aſk, wi did Dr. Gib 
4 ons write three E piſtles to Philander = 
* on the Duty of a Miniſter, and call that 

Poetry which is barely Proſe?” If you 
will turn to the Account given by the 
Editor of the Gentleman's Magazine of 
this Performance, in May, 1772 *, you 
will find, among other Commendations, 
the following Paflages. ** Theſe Epiſtles 


The Account of this Performance in the 
Gentleman's Magazine has the Letter X annexed to 
it. If this Signature was that of the late Dr. 
| Hawkefworth, by which he diſtinguiſhed the Parts 
he took in the Gentleman's Magazine, it is humbly 
| aſked of the Monthly Reviewer, be he who he may; 
whether Dr. Hawhkefworth's Judgement and Senti- 
ments of a Compoſition may not deſervedly be con- 
fidered of equal Weight with his own ? 


; 7 contain 


33 


6. 
tt contain many b and important 
* Precepts, and glow at once with 4 
Benevolence and Piety that muſt re- 
t“ commend the Author to every Mind 
« that is not inſenſible to the Endear- 
ic ments of Friendſhip, and Importance 
« of Religion. The Subjects perhaps 
« ate not the beſt adapted to Poetry; 
44 yet in many Parts they have been made 
_ « ſuſceptible of its Beauties.” Paſſages 
are then produced from each Epiſtle, 
the _ of n is as follows: 


— ———— To the Couch : 
Of Anzuiſh and Diſeaſe, where Death his Dart 
Shakes, but ſuſpends the Stroke, whenever call'd 
Be ſure to ſpeed your Way. Theſe ſolemn Scenes, 
That ſoon, how ſoon, my Friend, will be our own, 
May many a profitable Truth diſcloſe, 
Unnotic'd in Life's gay meridian Blaze, 
And ſtamp them on the Heart. Oft too the Mind, 
While its frail Tabetnacle totters round, 
Like pliant Wax, is ready to receive 
Impreſſions in the Hour of Health diſdain'd : 
And O] how kind, when the Soul quivering ſands 
| Upon the Threſhold of Eternity, 
To point it to its Refuge, and its Home, 


And 


1 1 


And prune its Pinions for its awful Flight 


Into the Worlds unſeen, and yield in Pray't 


The 2 9 8 to its F ather and its God. 


Bus theſe Epiſtles, Sir, in your "A 
in whatever different Light they have 
been - beheld by others, ** deſerve not 


the Name of F but are barely 
„ Proſe. ; 


# 


\ 


Your next Queſtion is, Why did 


- 1 Dr. Gibbons, ſtung with the Luſt of 


«© Metaphor, compare this Philander's 


„Head (the Perſon to whom he ad- 
4 Arefled the above-mentioned Epiſtle) 


* to an Hive, and the Thoughts of that 


% Head, when laid on its Pillow, after 


* ah hard Day's Study, to a Swarm of 


Bees humming around it?” Any 
Metaphors may be turned into Burleſque 


by a falſe Repreſentation, and Additions 
made to them by the unkind Critic, 
and it is but Juſtice, if they are pro- 
duced in Ridicule of the Author, that 
they ſhould be recited in his own Words. 

5 ll Had 


18 ] 
fad you, Sir, done this, and given the 
Doctor's Metaphor in his own Language, 


and not yours, you had omitted Phj- 


Anders Head, the Hive, the Swarm, and 
the Humming, which are your own 
Additaments, and the Public might have 


found nothing faulty, or worthy of Ri- 


dicule, if they had received the Paſſage 
from your Review in Dr. Gibbons's own 


Words, whict are, to paſs from a 
deep Engagement of the Mind in deep 


Study immediately to our Beds, will 


ec be followed with Wakefulneſs, when 


* we could wiſh for Sleep, or with ſuch 
% Kind of Slumbers as will be littte 
re better as to Refreſhment than a con- 


45 tinued Watching, for we are lying 
down amidſt a Crowd of Thoughts 
» that, like Bees, will haunt and diſturb 


* our Pillows, without yielding us any 
1 re iran for the Annoyance ey 


TO * us. 


After, Sir, you have told us that the 


| twelfth ebnen in Dr. Gibbons's Memoirs 


conſiſts 
3. 


5 19 3 


conſiſts of ſelect Letters of Dr. Watts's 


Correſpondents, you are pleaſed to add. 
that many of them are egregiouſly 
* trifling and ridiculous.” Thus, by 
one Daſh of your magiſterial Pen, with- 
out a ſingle Inſtance in Proof, theſe many 
Letters are to be conſidered as beneath 
any Attentien and Regard. Thus it 
| pleaſes the ſupreme, ſovereign Arbiter, 
as you may, though too fondly, fancy 
yourſelf, of literary Life or Death. One 


Word more with you, Sir, on this 


Matter. Among theſe many egregiouſly 


_ erifling and riviculous Letters, do you 


include the four Letters from Archbiſhop 
Seczer ? The Letter from Archbiſhop 


Hort? The ſeven Letters from Biſhop 


GibJen? The twenty-one Letters from 


the Counteſs of Hertford, afterwards the 


Ducheſs of Somer/er * ? The three Letters 
_ 

* The Character which the late Ar. Sbenſſone, 
who unqueſtionably was a good Judge of Writing, 
gives of her Grace's Letters contained in Mr. Hull's 


iwo Volumcs of ſelect Letters, is, That there' 


D 2 ; are 
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„ 
from the deceaſed Lord Barrington? The 
Letter from the preſent Lord Barrington? 
The four Letters from Governor Belcher? 
The Letter from Sir Gilbert Elliot? The 
Letter from the Lady Levett? The three 
Letters from the Rev. Mr. Ziegenhagen ? 
The Letter from the Rev. Mr. Standen? 
The Letter from the Rev. Mr. Hervey ? 
The Letter from My. Baylſtan? The two 
Letters from Mr. Theophilus Rowe? And 
the Letter from Mr. Robert Porter ? 
Surely theſe Letters (no leſs than 52 out 
of 57, which is the whole Number) 
deſerve ſomething better to be ſaid of 
them than that they are egregiouſly 


cc are diſcernible in them a perfect ReQitude of 
6 Heart, Delicacy of Sentiment, and a truly clafſic 
„ Eaſe and Elegance of Stile.“ See the Preface 
to the Collection. What Reaſon can there be 
. why the like Praiſe ſhould not be due to her Letters 
to Dr. Waits? Good Senſe, a Love to Religion 
and Vircue, and the moſt amiable and condeſcending 
Benevolence, is the juſt Deſcription of them, and 
am perfuaded will ſtrike every F candid, 
and pious Reader. 
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ce trifling 


\ 


« trifling and ridiculous ?” For my o] n 
Part I know not one out of the 37 
that merits ſuch. a Reprobation, but 

eſteem them all, though in different 


Ways *, worthy of the public Eye; and 


why may I not have my Opinion, Sir, 


and as freely communicate it as Jou 
have done your? ? 3 


Before 1 M0 0 my Letter, will you 
allow me to inquire why you have treated 


Dr. Watts's Poſthumous Works, and next 


Dr. Gibbons's Memoirs of him, with ſuch 
remarkable Severity? Was it indeed 
becauſe they were conſidered by you as 


* If ſome of the Letters are not elegantly written, 
yet there is a Vein of good Senſe that runs through 
them all, and if every one of them might not de- 
ſerve Publication as a fine Compoſition, yet ſome 
valuable End, ſuch as a manifeſt Concern for Reli- 
gion, Proofs of the Eſteem. in which Dr. Watts was 


held by Perſons of different Denominations, and 


the Applications to him in Matters of Chriſtian 


Benevolence might juſtify the Editor of his Life 


in the Communication of the Letters to the World, 


having 
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having adopted, as you expreſs yourſelf, 
the Cant of Calviniſm, and the Hope you 
entertained that, by making them Ex- 
amples of literary Puniſhment for ſuch 


an enormous, unpardonable Crime, you 
might deter all others from vindicating, 


or ſo much as profeſſing, any of the 
PB tic Tenets ? If To, where is your 
Moderation, where is your Candour, 
where .is your Liberality of Mind? For 


perhaps you imagine yourſelf a large 
Poſſeſſor of them, and would take it as a 
very heinous Imputation upon you if it 
were only hinted that you are deſtitute 
of theſe Virtues, which, wherever they 


are found, are fo truly praiſe-worthy, 


and ornamental to human Nature; but, 


where they are wanting, molt deplorably 


fink and debaſe it, 


o DUI. it! 
As you, Sir, have taken ſuch Liberties 


with the Writings of others, there can 


be no Need of Apology for the Freedom 


of examining your Criticiſms, and point- 
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ing out to you and to the Public what 
appears juſtly exceptionable in them, 
eſpecially when by theſe Means Cenſures 
are wiped off from Characters that you 
may have cauſeleſsly and wantonly 
aſperſed ] ſubſcribe myſelf, and. I 
hope with a juſt Claim to the Title, 


| A LOVER OF TRUTH AND CANDOUR« 
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